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entered into, of course, Mr. Martin had to admit, the contract
stands until it is rescinded by consent. If you and the pur-
chaser like to say, let us call the deal off, there is an end of it,
but otherwise it can only be rescinded by the side who wants to
get rid of it, in the case I am putting, by your purchaser, bringing
an action to rescind; otherwise you can hold him to his contract.
Of course, that is the law. But Mr. Martin writes and says, I
want to rescind the contract; hand back the stake money. Major
Armstrong writes back on the 26th saying, my clients do not con-
sent to rescind the contract. What do you find? The next move
between these two solicitors lay with Mr. Martin then to say, all
right, if you will not consent to the rescission of the contract, my
clients will make you by starting an action. He does not do
anything, and he' waits until the 10th December, and on the 10th
December Major Armstrong issues a writ to enforce that contract,
and that is said to be the motive why Major Armstrong should
want to poison Mr. Martin. So kindly disposed was the man to
a man of his own profession and of his own branch of the pro-
fession on his trial for his life, so kindly disposed was Mr. Martin
that he makes a point to you, or tries to, that that writ which was
issued on the 10th December had not been proceeded with, when
he knows this man has been awaiting his trial for murder.
What is the evidence of the 26th October 1 Everybody has said,
Sir William Willcox, Dr. SpiLsbury, Dr. Hincks, that the symptoms
of the illness from which Mr. Martin suffered were con-
sistent with gastric enteritis. There is no symptom in this case
which should be pointed to by Sir William Willcox or Dr. Spils-
bury when I put the question to them, to distinguish the symptoms
from gastric enteritis set up by something. The whole, of this
depends upon l/33rd of a grain of arsenic in the urine. What
conclusion have you come to about that? Major Armstrong is
not^ being tried for trying to poison Mr. Martin; you are not
trying that; you will not be asked for your verdict (I dare say you
are surprised) upon the question whether or not Major Armstrong
tried to poison Mr. Martin; that if you please is just a little bit
of evidence for you to consider to throw light on whether he mur-
dered his wife nine months before. You will appreciate that;
that is why that evidence is before you, to rebut any suggestion
made of accidental death or, I suppose, in this case, suicide of the
wife in February, 1921. It is just to help you to make up your
minds as to whether tfae prosecution have proved that—they have
to prove that—it does not matter twopence about Martin, but just
to help you to come to the conclusion whether or not they have
proved it you are allowed to have this evidence about Martin, It
has been admitted by my lord, and one must deal with it. What
ia the actual evidence on the day about it? 26tih October, ap-
poiDtoent made for tea. What is the evidence? The evidence is
this* that Major Armstrong and Mr. Martin were extremelv busy •
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